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• ’S forget about pick Gregory’s blurry blow-up 
i V . o| Howard Hunt in Dealy Pla2a, Gregory's M 
» ^aspect phpto can’t hold a candle to George * 
ct.viv f ?OQje’s lid detector test exculpating Lee v\ 
“Hajrvey- Oswald of the murders of John F. 
y Kennedy and Police Officer Tipplt. . , ,.•».•• y 

■ VjMifc O’Toole, 39, the former head of the CIA’s 
^ problem Analysis Branch; bases his claim of 
Jj.ee Harvey Oswald’s innocence on a relatively 
•new and not universally accepted polygraph 
device called a Psychological Stress Evaluator. 

. The extra fine tuning of the pSE can detect ' \ 

; V inaudible variations in vocal frequencies in 
^ recorded voices. Stress in the voice doesn’t 
, always indicate lying. But the absence of stress, 
^according to O’Toole, does indicate the speaker 
; is telling the trpth. - 

r; ,. . . ; t. ‘ . ' ••'<+ <*!;”* 1 

j S Ql Was Chief Justice Earl Warren, the 
principal author of the “Warren Report, 1 ” a liar? 

A. When Iran the Chief Justice’s statement — 

'$"We founil no evidence of any kind that there 
, ' Was a conspiracy” — through the PSE, we s 
fpund nothing to indicate he was lying/ Yet 


& v ; '.Jfiere was hard stress on the wo] 

^|_^^pce.’’.^y, • • • •• 


words /‘no 






[.And what do you conclude from that? "'•* ■/ 
M Have a great deal of admiration for the K 
Earl Warren. I don’t want to go fcrpurid ‘t 
the map' lied without explaining that ip 

this is the best way to save ope’a )f. 
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Warren had a yery dUfk . 5 ,,. 

wasn’t simply to get at the tiWll^fitt.wpsi^" ^ 
maintain some kind o( stability in 
'V:jf he equivocated, if the commisslOn offCred ^-;?^ 
y; country anything less thap/e certainty about tfe$^ 
4 s * v assassination, then the country; chuld havW beedMV* 

' torn between right and left, eacfy. blaming thei.f# 
other for the crime. Perhaps Warreri believed^ 
his ’’Report” was essentially Correct, :bfrt‘ ' 
art jawful Jot of cracks had to be papered over 
. . nonetheless, . ; 


V : . Q. Apparently you Tinust 
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Warren*. <- - J. A^ ; - y m-. \ 

. . -r;A. Qn the night of : thej\ssassin&tion r; a 
Ml. reporter asked Oswajjhbis quest voai 
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" shoot the president?]’ “Oswald answerjecjh 4 -1 
> didn’t shoot anybody, Po^ir/’ When I processed 
• a recording of Oswald’s -words witj^ tie ^ * 


showed almost no stress.. 

Q. What /If the p$E was; Inaeeurate iwd,‘Miv : 
Oswald lied? Isn’t there^enough circumstantial &£v| 
evidence to convict hjLqif ’•>$». 

A A ~y jury that wjis pot already prejudlc^^v'; 
i coverage or the miUjoiut pi Copies 

<*ran Dcnnrt 1 1 mm iM mm a ih' nHtti a 'TV:, ' 


A. Any 
by press 

the “Wairren Report’’ [would cqi 
guflty verdict based op t^aspiial 
Q. Reasonable doubts about what? 

A. For example: Ninety lacpnd 1 

shooting Oswald was seen in the; ^ r , 

cafeteria .of the-. .Book- 
demeanor Was not that pf ’W’jtfjajp 
•j gun was demonstrate incapable of being usS 

\ ip the assassination; 1 and rii 

theory would not stand up in’ 
i; Qv^ost assasslrtatlbp'er 


feel Oswald dldn/< #11, JW 
' conspiracy to do s^ jfK^i 
, ' great to acquit hlinv^ any 
saylng v 0swald,WM 
*A. It is my jjefsbnil on 
. patsy chosen 'by^ the 
’ prominent 

wald was frame; li r , f .. T „„ 
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